Study of the Ks(0)Ks(0) Final-State in 2-Photon Collisions by Acciarri, M. et al.






The following full text is a publisher's version.
 
 









ELSEVIER Physics Letters B 363 (1995) 118-126
Study of the KgKg final state in two-photon collisions
L3 Collaboration
M. Acciarriaa, A. Adam38, O. Adrianiq, M. Aguilar-Benitez2, S. Ahlenk, B. Alpatah,
J. Alcaraz2, J. Allabyr, A. Aloisioac, G. Al verson M.G. Alviggiac, G. Ambrosiah,
Q. Ans, H. Anderhubav, V.P. Andreev^, T. Angelescum, D. Antreasyan1, A. Arefievab,
T. Azemoonc, T. Aziz-*, P.V.K.S. Babas, P. Bagnaiaak,r, L. Baksayaq, R.C. Ball0,
S. Banerjee-*, K. Baniczas, R. Barillère1, L. Baroneak, P. Bartaliniah, A. Baschirottoaa,
M. Basile1, R. Battistonah, A. Bayw, F. Becattiniq, U. Beckerp, F. Behnerav,
Gy.L. Bencze", J. Berdugoz, P. Bergesp, B. Bertucci1-, B.L. Betevav, M. Biasiniah,
A. Bilandav, G.M. Bileiah, R. Bizzarriak, J.J. Blaisingr, GJ. Bobbink0, R. Bocka,
A. Böhm3, B. Borgia011, A. Bouchamd, D. Bourilkovav, M. Bourquin', D. Boutignyd,
S. Bracciniq, E. Brambilla*5, J.G. Bransonam, V. Brigljevicav, I.C. Brockai, A. Buijsar,
A. Bujakas, J.D. Burgerp, WJ. Burger1, C. Burgosz, J. Busenitzaq, A. Buytenhuijsae, 
X.D. Cais, M. Capellp, G. Cara Romeo1, M. Cariaah, G. Carlinoac, A.M. Cartaceiq,
J. Casausz, G. Castelliniq, R. Castelloaa, F. Cavallari'*, N. Cavalloac, C. Cecchi',
M. Cerrada2, F. Cesaroniak, M. Chamizo2, A. Chanay, Y.H. Changay, U.K. Chaturvedis, 
M. Chemariny, A. Chenay, C. Chen §, G. Chen®, G.M. Cheng, H.F. Chen“, H.S. Cheng, 
M. Chenp, G. Chiefariac, C.Y. Chien6, M.T. Choiap, L. Cifarelli‘, F. Cindolo1,
C. Civininiq, I. Clarep, R. Clare p, T.E. Coanx, H.O. Cohnaf, G. Coignetd, A.P. Colijnb, 
N. Colinor, V. Commichau3, S. Costantini'*, F. Cotorobaim, B. de la Cruz2, X.T. Cuis, 
X.Y. Cuis, T.S. Daip, R. D’Alessandroq, R. de Asmundisac, H. De Boeckae, A. Degréd, 
K. Deitersat, E. Dénes”, P. Denesai, F. DeNotaristefaniak, D. DiBitontoaq, M. Diemozak,
D. van Dierendonckb, F. Di Lodovicoak, C. Dionisiak, M. Dittmarav, A. Dominguezam,
A. Doriaac, I. Dorned, M.T. Dovas’4, E. Dragoac, D. Duchesneaur, P. Duinkerb, I. Duranan,
S. Dutta', S. Easoah, Yu. Efremenkoaf, H. El Mamouniy, A. Englerai, FJ. Epplingp,
F.C. Ernéb, J.P. Emenweiny, P. Extermann1, R. Fabbrettiat, M. Fabreat, R. Facciniak,
S. Falcianoak, A. Favaraq, J. Fayy, M. Felciniav, T. Ferguson31, D. Fernandez2,
G. Fernandez2, F. Ferroniak, H. Fesefeldta, E. Fiandrini3'1, J.H. Field1, F. Filthautai,
P.H. Fisherp, G. Forconip, L. Fredj\ K. Freudenreichav, M. Gailloudw,
Yu. Galaktionovab,p, S.N. Ganguli-*, P. Garcia-Abia2, S.S. Gau£, S. Gentileak, J. Gerald6, 
N. Gheordanescum, S. Giaguak, S. Goldfarbw, J. Goldsteink, Z.F. Gongu, E. Gonzalez2, 
A. Gougas6, D. Goujon', G. Grattaag, M.W. Gruenewaldh, C. Gus, M. Guanzirolis,
0370-2693/95/$9.50 ©  1995 Elsevier Science B.V. All rights reserved 
SSD I0 3 7 0 - 2 6 9 3 ( 9 5 ) 0 1 0 4 1 - 6
L3 Collaboration /  Physics Letters B 363 (1995) 118-126 119
V.K. Guptaaj, A. Gurtu-i, H.R. Gustafson0, LJ. Gutayas, B. Hartmann“, A. Hasanad,
J.T. Heg, T. Hebbekerh, A. Hervér, K. Hilgers3, W.C. van Hoekae, H. Hoferav,
H. Hoorani1, S.R. Houay, G. Hus, M.M. Ilyass, V. Innocente1, H. Janssend, B.N. Jing, 
L.W. Jones0, R de Jongp, I. Josa-Mutuberriaz, A. Kasserw, R.A. Khans, Yu. Kamyshkovaf,
R Kapinosau, J.S. Kapustinskyx, Y. Karyotakisd, M. Kaurs, S. Khokhars,
M.N. Kienzle-Focaccil, D. Kime, J.K. KimaP, S.C. KimaP, Y.G. Kimap, W.W. Kinnisonx, 
A. Kirkbyag, D. Kirkby38, J. Kirkbyr, W. Kittelae, A. Klimentov p'ab, A.C. Königae,
E. Koffemanb, O. Kornadta, V. Koutsenkop,ab, A. Koulbardisa£, R.W. Kraemerai,
T. Kramerp, W. Krenza, H. Kuijtenae, A. Kuninp’ab, R Ladron de Guevara2, G. Landiq,
C. Lapointp, K. Lassila-Periniav, R Laurikainenv, M. Lebeaur, A. Lebedevp, R Lebruny,
P. Lecomteav, P. Lecoqr, P. Le Coultreav, J.S. Leeap, K.Y. Leeap, C. Leggett0,
J.M. Le G off, R. Leisteau, M. Lentil E. Leonardia\  P. L ev tch en k o C. L iu’s, E. Liebau, 
W.T. Linay, F.L. Lindeb, B. Lindemanna, L. Listaao, Y. Lius, Z.A. Liug, W. Lohmannau,
E. Longoak, W. Luag, Y.S. Lug, K. Lübelsmeyera, C. Luciak, D. Luckeyp, L. Ludoviciak, 
L. Luminari^, W. Lustermannat, W.G. Mau, A. Macchioloq, M. M aity, L. Malgeriak,
R. Malik5, A. Malininab, C. Mafia2, S. Mangla-*, M. Maolinbayav, P. Marchesiniav,
A. Marink, J.P. Martiny, F. Marzanoak, G.G.G. Massarob, K. Mazumdar-i, D. McNallyr,
S. Mele30, L. Merolaao, M. Meschiniq, W.J. Metzger36, Y. Miw, A. Mihulm,
A.J.W. van M ilae, Y. Mir8, G. Mirabelliak, J. Mnichr, M. Möller3, B. Monteleoniq,
R. Moore0, R. Morandd, S. Morgantiak, N.E. Moulais, R. Mountag, S. Müller3,
F. Mu heimf, E. Nagy", S. Nahnp, M. Napolitanoao, F. Nessi-Tedaldi3v, H. Newmanag, 
M.A. Niaz8, A. Nippe3, H. Nowakau, G. 0rgantini3k, R. Ostonenv, D. Pandoulasa,
S. Paolettiak, P. Paolucciac, G. Pascale3k, G. Passalevaq, S. Patricelli3C, T. Paulah,
M. Pauluzzi3'1, C. Paus3, F. Paussav, Y.J. Pei3, S. Pensottiaa, D. Perret-Gallixd, S. Petrakh,
A. Pevsner6, D. Piccolo30, M. Pieriq, J.C. Pinto31, P.A. Piroué3-*, E. Pistolesiq,
V. Plyaskinab, M. Pohlav, V. Pojidaevab’q, H. Postemap, N. Produit1, K.N. Qureshi8,
R. Raghavan-*, G. Rahal-Callot3v, P.G. Rancoita33, M. Rattaggi33, G. Ravenam, P. Razis3d, 
K. Read3f, M. Redaelli33, D. Renav, Z. Rens, M. Rescignoak, S. Reucroft^, A. Ricker8,
S. Riemannau, B.C. Riemers38, K. Riles0, O. Rind0, H.A. Rizvi8, S. Roap, A. Robohmav,
J. Rodinp, F.J. Rodriguez2, B.P. Roe0, M. Röhner3, S. Röhnera, L. Romero2,
S. Rosier-Leesd, Ph. Rosseletw, W. van Rossumar, S. Roth3, J.A. Rubior,
H. Rykaczewskiav, J. Salicior, J.M. Salicio2, E. Sanchez2, A. Santocchia3'1,
M.E. Sarakinosv, S. SarkarJ, G. Sartorelli\ M. Sassowsky3, G. Sauvaged, C. Schäfer3,
V. Schegelskyai, D. Schmitz3, P. Schmitz3, M. Schneegansd, B. Schoeneich3U, N. Scholz3V,
H. Schopper3W, DJ. Schotanus36, R. Schulte3, K. Schultzea, J. Schwenke3, G. Schwering3, 
C. Sciacca30, R. Sehgal8, P.G. Seiler3t, J.C. Sensay, L. Servoli3'1, S. Shevchenkoag,
N. Shivarov30, V. Shoutko3b, J. Shuklax, E. Shumilov3b, D. Sonap, A. Sopczakr,
V. Soulimov30, B. Smithp, T. Spickermann3, P. Spillantiniq, M. Steuerp, D.P. Sdckland:y,
F. Sticozzip, H. Stoneaj, B. Stoyanov30, K. Strauch0, K. Sudhakarj, G. Sultanov8,
L.Z. Sunu,s, G.F. Susinno1, H. Suter3V, J.D. Swains, X.W. Tangg, L. Tauscherf, L. Taylorl,
120 L3 Collaboration /Physics Letters B 363 (1995) 118-126
R. Timellini*, Samuel C.C. Tingp, S.M. Tingp, O. Tokerah, F. Tonischau, M. Tonuttia, 
S.C. Tonwar-i, J. Tóthn, A. Tsaregorodtsevai, G. Tsipolitis31, C. Tully aJ, H. Tuchscherer aq, 
J. Ulbrichtav, L. Urbán", U. Uwera, E. Valenteak, R.T. Van de Walleae, I. Vetlitskyab,
G. Viertelav, P. Vikas5, U. Vikas5, M. Vivargentd, R. Vòlkertau, H. Vogelai, H. Vogtau,
I. Vorobievab, A.A. Vorobyova£, An.A. Vorobyova£, L. Vuilleumierw, M. Wadhwaf,
W. Wallraff3, J.C. WangP, X.L. Wang“, Y.F. WangP, Z.M. Wang5-U, A. Webera, R. Weill'w, 
C. Willmottz, F. Wittgensteinr, S.X. W u\ S. Wynhoffa, J. Xuk, Z.Z. X uu, B.Z. Yangu, 
C.G. Yangg, G. Yang5, X.Y. Yao8, C.H. Ye5, J.B. Yeu, Q. Yes, S.C. Yehay, J.M. Youai, 
N. Yunus5, C. Zaccardelliag, An. Zaliteai, P. Zempav, J.Y. Zengg, M. Zengs, Y. Zenga,
Z. Zhang8, Z.P. Zhangu’s, B. Zhouk, G.J. Zhou8, J.F. Zhoua, Y. Zhou0, G.Y. Zhu8,
R.Y. Zhuag, A. Zichichi^’5, B.C.C. van der Zwaanb
a 1. Pkysikalisches Instituí, RWTH, D-52056 Aachen, FRG 1
III. Physikalisches Instituí, RWTH, D-52056 Aachen, FRG 1 
h National Institute for High Energy Physics, N1KHEF, and University of Amsterdam, NL-1009 DB Amsterdam, The Netherlands
c University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109, USA 
d Laboratoire d ’Annecy-le-Vieux de Physique des Particules, LAPP,IN2P3-CNRS, BP 110, F-74941 Annecy-le-Vieux CEDEX, France
e Johns Hopkins University; Baltimore, MD 21218, USA 
1 Institute of Physics, University of Basel, CH-4056 Basel, Switzerland
8 Institute o f  High Energy Physics, IHEP, 100039 Beijing, China
h Humboldt University, D -l 0099 Berlin, FRG 1 
1 INFN-Sezione di Bologna, 1-40126 Bologna, Italy 
j Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Bombay 400 005, India
k Boston University; Boston, MA 02215, USA
* Northeastern University, Boston, MA 02115, USA 
m Institute o f Atomic Physics and University of Bucharest, R-76900 Bucharest, Romania 
n Central Research Institute fo r  Physics of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences, H-1525 Budapest 114, Hungaty2
0 Harvard University, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA 
p Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA 
q INFN Sezione di Firenze and University o f Florence, 1-50125 Florence, Italy 
r European Laboratory for Particle Physics, CERN, CH-1211 Geneva 23, Switzerland 
s World Laboratory, FBUA Project, CH-1211 Geneva 23, Switzerland 
1 University o f  Geneva, CH-1211 Geneva 4, Switzerland 
u Chinese University of Science and Technology, USTC, Hefei, Anhui 230 029, China 
v SE FT, Research Institute for High Energy Physics, P.O. Box 9, SF-00014 Helsinki, Finland
w University o f Lausanne, CH-1015 Lausanne, Switzerland 
x Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los Alamos, NM 87544, USA 
y Instituí de Physique Nucléaire de Lyon, IN2P3-CNRS, Università Claude Bernard, F-69622 Villeurbanne Cedex, France
A
z Centro de Investigaciones Energéticas, Medioambientales y Tecnológicas, CIEMAT, E-28040 Madrid, Spain'
aa INFN-Sezione di Milano, 1-20133 Milan, Italy 
ab Institute of Theoretical and Experimental Physics, ITEP, Moscow, Russia 
ac INFN-Sezione di Napoli and University of Naples, 1-80125 Naples, Italy 
aci Department of Natural Sciences, University of Cyprus, Nicosia, Cyprus 
ae University ofNymegen and NIKHEF, NL-6525 ED Nymegen, The Netherlands
af Oak Ridge National Laboratory, Oak Ridge, TN 37831, USA 
as California Institute o f Technology, Pasadena, CA 91125, USA 
ah INFN-Sezione di Perugia and Università Degli Studi di Perugia, 1-06100 Perugia, Italy
ai Carnegie Mellon University, Pittsburgh, PA 15213, USA 
aJ Princeton University, Princeton, NJ 08544, USA 
ak INFN-Sezione di Roma and University of Rome, “La Sapienza", 1-00185 Rome, Italy
Ae Nuclear Physics Institute, St. Petersburg, Russia 
am University o f  California, San Diego, CA 92093, USA 
an Dept, de Fisica de Partículas Elementales, Univ. de Santiago, E-15706 Santiago de Compostela, Spain
L3 Collaboration/ Physics Letters B 363 (1995) 118-126 121
ao Bulgarian Academy o f  Sciences, Central Laboratory of Mechatronics and Instrumentation, BU-1113 Sofia, Bulgaria 
ap Center fo r  High Energy Physics, Korea Advanced Inst, o f  Sciences and Technology, 305-701 Taejon, South Korea
aq University o f  Alabama, Tuscaloosa, AL 35486, USA 
ar Utrecht University and NIKHEF, NL-3584 CB Utrecht, The Netherlands
25 Purdue University, West Lafayette, IN 47907, USA 
aL Paul Scherrer Institut, PSI, CH-5232 Villigen, Switzerland 
'M DESY-Institut für Hochenergiephysik, D-15738 Zeuthen, FRG 
av Eidgenössische Technische Hochschule, ETH Zürich, CH-8093 Zürich, Switzerland
avv University o f  Hamburg, D-22761 Hamburg, FRG 
ay High Energy Physics Group, Taiwan, ROC
Received 21  July 1995 
Editor: K. Winter
Abstract
The reaction e +e “ —> e ^ e ' y V *  —> e+e~ K sK s is studied with the L3 detector at LEP and the formation o f the $ ( 1 5 2 5 )  
resonance is observed. For an integrated luminosity o f  114 p b ~ \  3 1 ± 6  fi events are found. Their angular distribution is 
consistent with a pure helicity two. The radiative width times the branching ratio is measured to be F ^ f ^ )  x B r ( f2 —► 
K K )= (0 .0 9 3  ±  0 .018 ±  0 .0 2 2 ) keV. Only three events are found in the f2 (1 2 7 0 ) — a2(1320) mass region, consistent with 
destructive f2 —a2 interference in the K|K<j final state. The mixing angle o f  the tensor m eson nonet is determined to be  
0 =  ( 2 9 .4 1 ^ ) ° .
1. Introduction e+e“ R)
Electron-positron storage rings are widely used to 
investigate the behaviour of two-photon interactions 
via the process e^'e“ —►e+e~y*y*—K;+e“ X, where y* 
is a virtual photon. The outgoing electron and positron 
carry nearly the full beam energy and their transverse 
momenta are usually so small that they are not de­
tected (untagged event). This kind of event is char­
acterized by an initial state e+e“ y*y*, calculable by 
QED, and a low multiplicity final state. This process 
is particularly useful in the study of the properties of 
hadron resonances.
The total cross section err  of a resonance R is given
by
1 Supported by the German Bundesministerium für Bildung, Wis­
senschaft, Forschung und Technologie.
2 Supported by the Hungarian OTKA fund under contract num­
bers 2970 and T14459.
3 Supported also by the Comisión Interministerial de Ciencia y 
Technologia.
4 Also supported by CONICET and Universidad Nacional de La 
Plata, CC 67, 1900 La Plata, Argentina.
77 ( 1 )
where d5Cyy is the differential luminosity function 
giving the flux of virtual photons and aj(i  = 1 , 5 )  
are the variables describing the scattered electron and 
positron. For quasi-real photons cr(y*y* —>R) is given 
by the Breit-Wigner formula:




(WJy -  m l ) 2 + m lT 2( R ) '
(2)
where Wyy is the invariant mass of the two-photon 
system, /ar, Jr , Fr r (R) and F (R ) are the mass, spin, 
two-photon partial width and total width of the reso­
nance, respectively.CombiningEqs. ( I )  and (2 ) leads 
to the proportionality relation
¿rr(e e e+e“ R) s / C - r ^ f R ) ,yy ( 3 )
where the proportionality factor K, can be evaluated 
by a Monte Carlo integration. Eq. (3) is used to deter­
mine the two-photon partial width of the resonance.
The quantum numbers of the resonance must be 
compatible with the initial state of the two quasi-
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real photons. A neutral, unflavoured meson with even 
charge conjugation and helicity zero or two can be 
formed. In order to decay into KgKg, the resonance 
must have ( J ) PC = (even)++.
Forthe2++, 1 3P2 tensor meson nonet, the ii{  1270), 
the a? (1320) and the $ (  1525) can be formed. How- 
ever, since these three states are close in mass, in­
terferences must be taken into account. According to 
SU( 3), the f2 (1270) interferes constructively with the 
£»2 (1320) in the K+K” final state but destructively in
the K°K° final state [ 1 ]. Therefore, among the states 
of the tensor meson nonet, only the $(1525) is ob­
servable in the Kg Kg final state as has been verified 
experimentally [2 ].
In this paper, we present an analysis of the reaction
e+e“ ~*e+e“ KsKs, where only the Kg—>7r+7r- decay 
is considered. The data correspond to an integrated lu­
minosity of 114 pb“ 1 collected over the years 1991-94 
by the L3 detector at LEP at center-of-mass energies 
around the Z resonance.
2. The L3 detector
The L3 experiment is described in detail in [3]. In 
this analysis, the charged particle tracker TEC (Time 
Expansion Chamber) is used mainly. The electromag­
netic and hadronic calorimeters are used to veto pho­
tons.
The TEC is a cylindrical high resolution drift cham­
ber with a sensitive region between 10 and 45 cm in 
the radial direction and a polar angle acceptance be­
tween 13° and 167°, in a magnetic field of 0.5 T. 
There are 62 layers of wires with a spatial resolution 
of ~50 /¿m, giving a transverse momentum p t resolu­
tion parametrized as o-pJ p t = 0.018^r(GeV) 00.02. 
The polar angle is measured by two layers of cylindri­
cal Z-chambers surrounding the TEC, complemented 
by the measurement of charge division on the TEC 
wires. The azimuthal and polar angular resolutions 
are cr  ^ = 0.3 mrad and cr$ = 20 mrad, respectively. 
The latter is dominated by the interaction point spread 
crz ~  10 mm. The interaction point is determined fill 
by fill using hadronic Z decays and has a r.m.s. width 
of crx = 150 /¿m and <ry = 10 /jm  in the transverse 
plane, due to the beam size.
The electromagnetic calorimeter consists of an array 
of 10734 BGO crystals. The crystals are arranged in
two half barrels with a polar angle coverage 42° <  
Q <  138° and in two endcaps covering 1 1 .6° <  6 < 
38° and 142° <  0 <  168.4°. A shower is defined with 
an energy threshold of 40 MeV.
The hadronic calorimeter (HCAL) consists of ura­
nium absorbers and proportional wire chambers with 
a polar angle coverage 5° < 0  <  175°.
The data for this analysis were collected using a 
charged-track trigger [4] with a low p t threshold of 
150 MeV. This trigger requires at least two charged 
tracks to be back-to-back in the plane transverse to the 
beam within ±41°.
3. Event analysis
In order to select e+e~ —>e+e~ 7r+/ir~7r+7r'” events, 
we require [ 5 ]:
-  The total energy seen in the calorimeters must be 
smaller than 30 GeV to exclude annihilation events.
-  There must be exactly four good charged tracks in 
the tracking chamber with a net charge of zero. 
A good track requires more than 20 hits out of a 
maximum of 62.
-  The total momentum imbalance in the transverse 
plane must satisfy:
I 1l,P t\2 < 0.1 GeV2.
-  Events with photons are rejected. A photon is de­
fined as a shower in the electromagnetic calorime­
ter with an energy larger than 100 MeV. The signal 
must be present in more than two crystals, in order 
to reduce the noise contribution. The ratio between 
the energies deposited in the hadronic and electro­
magnetic calorimeters must be less than 0.2. There 
must be no charged track in a cone of 200 mrad 
around the photon direction.
24026 events are selected by these criteria, with an 
estimated background of 0.5% from other two-photon
processes, evaluated by fitting the tail of the \ Y 1 p t \2 
distribution. The beam-gas and beam-wall contribu­
tions are found to be negligible from inspection of the 
longitudinal vertex distribution.
The Kg’s are identified by requiring a secondary 
vertex separated in the transverse plane by at least 1 
mm from the primary interaction point. In order to 
select Kg Kg exclusive events, we require:
-  At least one of the two secondary vertices must be 
at a distance greater than 3 mm from the interaction
L3 Collaboration /  Physics Letters B 363 (1995) 1J 8-126 123
k +k  m a s s  (GeV)
Fig. 1 . The 7r+ 77*~ mass spectrum for reconstructed secondary 
vertices which are more than 3 mm from the interaction point. 
The curve is the result of a fit using a third-order polynomial for 
the background and a Gaussian for the peak. The arrows indicate 
the signal region.
point in the transverse plane.
-  The angle between the flight direction of each Kg 
candidate (taken as the line between the interac­
tion point and the secondary vertex in the transverse 
plane) and the total transverse momentum vector of 
the two outgoing tracks must be less than 0.6 rad.
-  Since the two Kg’s are produced back-to-back in 
the transverse plane, the angle between the flight 
directions of the two Kg candidates in this plane is 
required to be tt ±  0.3 rad.
-  In order to suppress low energy photon conversions, 
the mass of the two oppositely charged particles 
forming each secondary vertex must be greater than
150 MeV.
-  The invariant masses of the two Kg candidates must 
be within ±25 MeV of the Kg mass. Fig. 1 shows 
the 7T+7T~ mass distribution with a 3 mm vertex cut 
for the Kg. Fitting this distribution, we find a mass 
resolution of cr = 9.6 ±  0.8 MeV, consistent with 
the Monte Carlo simulation.
With these selection criteria, 62 events are found in 
the data sample. In order to improve the precision on 
the KgKg invariant mass, a kinematical fit is performed 
on each Kg-*77-+7r_ decay. The resulting KgKg invari­
ant mass spectrum is shown in Fig. 2. The spectrum is 
dominated by the $ (1525) resonance: 35 events are 











1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
K° Kg mass (GeV)
Fig. 2. The K^Kg invariant inass spectrum: the solid line corre­
sponds to the maximum likelihood fit. The background is fitted by 
a constant (dashed line) and the two peaks by Gaussian curves.
Table I
Results from the maximum likelihood fit of the K<jK(<j invariant 
mass spectrum
Mass Sigma Number o f
(MeV) (MeV) events
First peak $ (1525) 1529±  10 48 ± 8 31.1 ±  6.3
Second peak 1793 ±  18 51 ± 1 9 15,0 ± 5 .1
three events are found in thef2( 1270)-a2( 1320) mass 
region: this is consistent with the theoretical predic­
tion [ 1 ] of destructive h ~ ‘^  interference in the KgKg 
final state. 19 events are found in the mass region 
around 1800MeV (1720 <  M KoKo <  1930MeV).
S S
The background due to misidentified Kg pairs is es­
timated by a study of the Kg sidebands: one Kg is taken 
within ±  25 MeV from the Kg mass and the other in 
the two sidebands of 25 MeV just outside the Kg re­
gion. Three events are found in the $ (  1525) mass re­
gion and two in the 1800 MeV mass region. The back­
ground due to the KgK^Tr^ final state is determined 
to be negligible by a Monte Carlo simulation.
A maximum likelihood fit using two Gaussians and 
a flat background is then performed on the KgKg mass 
spectrum. All the parameters are left free while the 
normalization is fixed by the total number of events. 
The fit is shown in Fig. 2 and the results are summa­
rized in Table 1.
i----- 1----- 1----- 1----- 1----- 1----- 1----- 1----- r----- 1----- 1----- 1----- 1----- r
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While the $(1525) statistical significance is five 
standard deviations, the statistical significance of the 
second peak is 2.9 standard deviations, thus requiring 
more statistics to investigate the nature of this peak.
The measured width for the $(1525) is consis­
tent with the Monte Carlo simulation. If we use the 
Monte Carlo resolution for a zero-width resonance 
and unfold the Breit-Wigner distribution, a value of 
r($(1525)) = (76±40)M eV  is obtained, consistent 
with the PDG value [6 ],
In order to correct the data for the detector ac­
ceptance and efficiency, a Monte Carlo procedure is 
used [7]. The nominal $(1525) parameters [6 ] are 
used for the generation. The angular distribution of 
the two Kg’s in the two-photon center-of-mass system 
is generated according to phase space i.e. uniform in 
cos#* and in <£*, where 6* and <^>* are the polar and 
azimuthal angles taking the z direction parallel to the 
electron beam. In order to take into account thehelicity 
of a spin-two resonance, a weight is assigned to each 
generated event according to the weight functions [8 ]: 
w = (cos2#* — j )2 for the helicity-zero contribution
and w = sin4 6* for the helicity-two contribution.
All the events are passed through the full detector 
simulation program and are reconstructed following 
the same procedure used for the data. Although the 
detector acceptance is rather high (15% for helicity 
zero and 30% for helicity two), the trigger efficiency 
(83%), the data selection (72%) and the analysis cuts 
( ~  30%) give a total efficiency of 1.9% for helicity 
zero and 4.1% for helicity two.
4. Results
The total cross section a?  times the branching ratio 
Br into KK is measured using the formula
err x Br =
Nobs -Mback
£e (4)
where £  is the integrated luminosity [9] and 
e is the total efficiency. The number of signal 
events N0bs — AWk is determined from the maxi­
mum likelihood fit (Table 1). From our data only 
cr7 x B r($ “^ K 5Kg—»7r+7r“ 7r+7r “ ) can be measured. 
Using the PDG [6] value for Br(Kg—»tt+tt“) and 
B r($  KK) = 4xBr(fi->KgKg) from isospin
conservation, we determine £r7 xBr($~^KK). The
Table 2
The measurement of the cross section times the branching ratio 
for the $ (  1525) for the two possible helicity states. The first error 
is statistical and the second is systematic
o r x B r ($  — KK) (pb)
helicity 0 helicity 2





Fig. 3, The total detection efficiency for events as a function 
of I cos 0*1. The error bars are due to Monte Carlo statistics.
results are reported in Table 2 for a pure helicity-zero 
or helicity-two hypothesis. The difference between 
the two helicity results shows clearly the importance 
of taking the angular distribution into account.
The contributions to the systematic error on cr^xBr 
due to the selection efficiency (16%) and the kine­
matic cuts (13%) are evaluated using the Monte Carlo 
simulation and by performing cut variations. The un­
certainty in the trigger efficiency is estimated to be 
11%. The contribution due to the maximum likelihood 
fit procedure is estimated to be 6% and is evaluated by 
changing the background parametrization and the fit­
ted mass region. The total systematic error on oYxBr 
for the $  is found to be 24%.
A study of the angular distribution of the two Kg’s 
from $  decay in the two-photon center of mass is per­
formed. The total efficiency as a function of the polar 
angle $* is shown in Fig. 3. The experimental polar 
angle distribution is compared with the Monte Carlo 
in Fig. 4 for both the helicity-zero and helicity-two








— helicity zero 
— helicity two
0 'r n - i ¥o 0.2 0,4 0.6
Icos 0* I
Fig. 4, The K^ î polar angular distribution compared with the 
Monte Carlo distributions for the hypothesis of a pure helicity-zero 
(dash-dotted curve) and helicity-two (solid cux*ve) contribution 
to the cross section for the $ (  1525). The Monte Carlo curves are 
normalized to the same number of events as the data.
cases. The Monte Carlo distributions are normalized 
to the same number of events as in the data and no 
background subtraction is done. The x 2 values for the 
helicity zero and helicity two hypotheses are 23 and 
10  for eight degrees of freedom respectively, thus pre­
ferring the helicity two. This is in agreement with the 
theoretical predictions that the helicity-two contribu­
tion should dominate [ 10 ].
The product rrr($ )x  B r($  —* KK) is measured 
using the formula
r ry ( f2> x Br(£[ —* KK) 
_ <rT x B r ($  -► KK)
K
(5)
where the proportionality factor K  is evaluated by 
Monte Carlo integration. The results for the measured 
r r r ( $ ) x B r ( $  —> KK) are reported in Table 3 for 
the hypotheses of a pure helicity-zero and helicity-two 
contribution to the cross section.
From the measurement of the radiative width of the 
$ (  1525), it is possible to determine the mixing angle 
# between the singlet and the octet members of the 
tensor meson nonet. Using the relation [11]
r yy 4tt 80^2 ’
(6)
Table 3
The measurement of Tyy (f{)  xBr(f^ —► KK) for the two possi­
ble helicity states. The first error is statistical and the second is 
systematic
rrr($)x B r ( f i - > KK) (keV)
helicity 0 helicity 2
0.198 ± 0 .0 4 0  ± 0 .0 5 0 0.093 ± 0 .0 1 8  ± 0 .0 2 2
where ¡x is a constant of the nonet and gryy is the t wo- 
photon coupling of the resonance, proportional to the 
square of the quark charges, the following relation is 
derived [8]:
r7r(f') m E(l525) (cos# — 2 \ / 2sin#)
FyyCfz) ^f-t(i270) (sin# -b 2 \ / 2cos#)
(7)
Using the result of the present analysis and the PDG 
values [6 ] for B r($  -* KK) = (71.2+f°g)% and 
r yy(f2) = (2.4 ±  0.3) keV, a value of
# =  (2 9 .4 1 ^ )°
is obtained under the hypothesis of helicity two for 
the $(1525). The result indicates a deviation from 
ideal mixing (# = 35.3°) and is in agreement with 
the value of #=(28 ±3)°  [8] found from the Gell- 
Mann-Okubo mass formula [12]. Our result is also 
in agreement with the value of # = (28 ±2) °  found 
in a recent analysis of the tensor nonet [ 13].
If not due to a statistical fluctuation, the peak near 
1800 MeV could be the formation of a resonance be­
longing to an (even)4”1" meson nonet.
5. Conclusions
The reaction e+e- -*e+e- y*y*—»e+e'KgKg is 
studied with the L3 detector at LEP. From an inte­
grated luminosity of 114 pb-1 , 31 ± 6  $ (  1525) events 
are found. The angular distribution is consistent with 
a pure helicity-two state. We obtain
Tyy( i f2) x Br(f£ KK)
= (0.093 ±  0.018 ±  0.022) keV
under the hypothesis of pure helicity two. This value 
is consistent with previous measurements [2,14].
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Only three events are found in the f2(1270)~ 
as (1320) mass region, consistent with the theoretical 
prediction [ 1 ] of destructive f2-a 2 interference in the 
KgKg final state.
The Kg Kg mass spectrum shows an enhancement 
near 1800 MeV with a statistical significance of 2.9 
standard deviations.
The mixing angle between the singlet and octet 
members of the SU(3) tensor meson nonet is evalu­
ated to be 6 = (29.4^1^)°.
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